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at aad cannot war. In fMt the total of the
vim pair) florin th tut three reara for th 1

refund of dlret taxee. tor sugar bountlee. for
th extinction of title to Indian lands, for th 1

eneos. for "first payment" upon penslnne,
nd for now wr vessels far exceade th 1

monnt of th present deficiency
Of th expendlturee very nll per-eatg- e

can by nr poeelblllty continue. Th
rerfondlng of th direct tH I rompltd. No
sore soger Donatio will b pld. Th eot of

traction of tltlee h boon rat. Th
work In practically odd. " Flnt payment "

pan psnolon. It I true. (m likely to eon-U-

o lone llf htl laet, but we ap-

proach th third generation of pnlotirt w I

wier. t lt. hope that "flnt payments"
Will become lM numerous. Tli nm I hi

enough to take ear of Itself till we have mor
snooty to spend for farther addltloBt. aad th ,

eetlmatafor inn I aearlr S3.O00.000iIm
than th anoiiat paid laat rear.

Dropping Iheee expenditure
allowlnir for th natural reduction la pemton
parment. aad accepting the eatlmate of th
Hertry of th Traurr for th department,
public work, aad all other purpeeee. th total

mount f money required for th rear ending
Jena 30. lHnr. need not exceed $.'150.000.IWu
Th actual expenditure for the rear ending
Joae laat to KUtt.OOO.OOO. Thl
teen a a eavlng. oa th oa head, of mor thaa

(30.000.000.
The aol question, therefore. I that of a.

aad hr we enter the field of eonjee-ta- r.

It I ar to aaanm. and it haa beenI assumed mint persistently br adroeat of th
Income tax. that redaction of dutlee meana a
corresponding reduction la revenue nut thla
la ae mor thaa aeaumptlon of faet, which doe
mot aad cannot exlat. for th porpoe of argu-me-

It I not oalr uaaound In theorr. bat
untrue In practice During the fire rra prior
to th passage of th HcKlalar act there wa

tadr lnereats la customs recelit Thar
mounted la 1HB5 to $181,000,000. 1p IrtteJ to

$192,000,000. la 187 to $217.000. 000. la 18HH

to $210,000,000. la 18H9 to $223,000,000. aad
to 1800 to $221). 000. 000.

The Increaae la fir rear from 188- - to lflOO

wa $48,000,000. A corresponding Increaa
derlne-- th preeent fir reara would hare
yielded a revenue from euatoma for th rear

adlng June 30. 1805. of fullr $280,000,000.
Bad th tariff then la fore remained un-

touched aad bualneaa condltlona been undle-turbe- d

br ohangee and feere of changes titer
la ao reaaon to doubt that tula Inereaae would
ate been realised. But the HcKinier act
me a law on October 1. iHtto. Higher duties

war Impoaed and euatoma receipts decreased
with Importations. Notwithstanding the

number and amount of purchaaee
br Importera In 1800 juet prior to the enact-
ment or the new law. to take advantage or the

rate, the receipt for the rear ending- - JuneSid 1801. fall off ten million, and lor th rar
following amounted to onlr 177 million, or
lost million lee than In 18H&. Moreover,
despite the fact that the earlr part or the laat
fiscal rear wae a time of unuauel bualneaa

the receipt barelr readied "im million
whereaa In th ordlnarr court of inereaae In-
dicated br the ateadr advance from 1HH.1 to
1HBO ther would have exeaeded 250 mllllone
under the lower dutlea Impoaed br the old
tariff.

I mention theie facta merelr to ahow the
fallaor of the argument that an Income tax or
nr other eztraordmarr method of obtaining

money I made ne. eeearr by a reduction of
dutlea. If ilie experience of the paat eight
reara afforde nnr criterion, the reverae la true.II Infect. I am not aware that anybody eerl- -

1 1 eaelr contends that aueh reductlone ae ere
1 1 reommnded br thla bill would ultimately re--

ult In entailer receipt. The onlr objection
yet raleed le tbat time would be required to
adapt trade to the changed condition, while
the needeof the Government are preaetagand
muat be met at oac. On that point I need
onlr ear. what everr baalaeee man knowa,
that lmportatlone and theuoneequent euatoma
reoelpte have been reduced to minimum

Inee It became certain tbat the dutlee were
to be lowered, iuetaa In iwei ther ware

to the maximum when It waa known
tbat the dutlea were to be ralaed. The mo-- I
ment the new eehedulee are placed upon the

booke the flood of lmportatlone whichStatute held back In anticipation of more
favorable ratea. will poor Into our porta, and
receipts at th Cuetom Houaea will be awelled
accordingly To attempt an accurate eatlmate
of the extent of aucb an Increaee In revenue la
a manlfeat Impoaalbllitr. but that It cannot
tall to be verr large le certain.

We come now to the queatlon of Internal
revenue, and here, ae the probabilities are leee
conjectural then In regard tocuatoma recelpta.
eo la the lock of neceaeitr of Income taxatlou

apparent. In an article recently pub-abe- d.

Edward Atklnaon ebowa more clearly
than haa been demonstrated bitherto the ex-
act relation of population to conaumptlon of
whiskey, beer, and tobacco. He flnda that from
187U to 1HJ.U the revenue from whlakar

from Orleente to $1.41 par capita, and
the revenue from br from 21 to 48 centa per
capita. The revenue treat tobacco haa varied
becauae of the change In ratea, but haa ranged
from 47 to 64 centa per capita. Taking all
together, the average bar capita per year from
1870 to 1 w:i waa $2.51. But the average for
the rear 1893 waa $2.05. the computed popola- -

being toi.M2ti.ooo. The Internal taxee en
aake. oleomargarine. Ac. amounted to 10

and th mlaoellaaeoua permanent recelpta to
34 centa per capita, miliiiii total of J.0U
per capita for 1HU3.

figuring on the aame percentage of Inereaae
to conaumptlon which waa mad from 187i to
lMftti, assuming no Increaee In revenue from
whisker becauae of the apprehenalon that
20 rente per gallon additional mar eaeoarage

distillation and ibe poeeihllltr offraudulent of whlakey being kept In bond
through the neat fleoal rear, but allowing for
the normal Inereaae la the conaumptlon of
beer, for the additional receipt from playing
card and from lower dutlea o tobacco, the

a revenue for the year ending June
30. 1806. will he $3.25, or 16 aeata more than
tor the laat llacal year. Estimating the popu-
lation at 70.OOO.60O. Mr. Atklason foreoaata
with reaaon a revenue from theae aoureea of
$230.000.00a

NO KEXD OP AX meow I TaS.
Accepting tbeae eatiuiatea aa approximately

errest, the receipt for the rear ending June

latere! reveaae treat tbe texee
lessors, lebaeeoa hanks, oieomargarms.
vxtsylag caret, frera aatea ef publictea, aa4 mlgeeUaaaoeo soureoa aa
freaa eaateraa daliee en liqaora and
veheeeee $3ao,0OO,ooo

Cwstoins 4utiee upon all article except
UqaunaaJ lebeoeee l7B.ooo.ooo

H, T"' reveaaa aeoo. 000.000
Bai BsDeBdiluree
IB P' UftaiatiT. Treaeary,
9 elvtl eepariaeaw, eae- -

IS pert of ariay aad aavr,
aad ceaipletloa ef vMka.

CeaaUaoy. ladlaaa
EKel worfet laaiud.

aa4 barker a
g pcopriMioa (tauaaiaa uf

fee aeerelary ef tae
Treaaary) tlTa.000.000lierl ea the puette dei.raetaatag laat ea reeeaa

IS toaa aa.ooo.ooo
Eg reaaioaxHf. auiaaen'eeR Uaaate). )Mta.ono.ooo

B Tetal exyeaaiiaiia Ia, on 1.000

p aeaalpta ever expeatlrerea. tTO.000.000
W' I eaa ae ao reaeoa whr. under ordinary elr- -

umatanoee. theaaanUoipatlona might not be
rvallxed But the peeuliar existing condition
gaoat be taken Into aceeuat A oonaiderable
period of time will undoubtedly b required to
regale the trade which haa been loat during
the recent depreialou or bualneaa, laok of em
atlorateat. aad tbe oeoaquat eearclty of
xnooey among worklngmea will dlmmleh for
aom month to come tbe normal Inereaae In
th conaumptlon of tobacco and beveragee.

ad accessary and proper pruning of the pen-alo- e

Hat muat be da with palnataklag aere.
Making ample allowance for all theee condi-

tions, the account will stand about aa foliowe:
OrCtaarr sipsadlturss lUkaly le ke leae

raiaer ikeu lavrsj 176. 000.000
IturHL 3.oou,OUO
Faasleat ojrealles lbs aseeraey ef lbsreaary ulliusta ef tlO.0U0.000 fer

tbs areeeal rlscal year aad oserlas ea
laeiaaaiej. 1eo.a00.000

retal aapea4liarea M64.ouu.ouo

laisraei rvea tree
eaercra oisatieesd akeve
aad isateesa duties e
ueaurt sad tuuaceae t31i.000.ono

VUsr ssslsius. lau.uuO.000

Total rsesipta 74.000.000

tla s raaxda el receipt ever a I Bear
flsaret at.. ilo.000.000
There le no reaeoa whatever for aoprehea- -

that, under the pgopueel tariff meaaure.
tioatotal recelpta will tall below tbia amount,

th old tariff, with a much smaller a.

they amounted to 371 mllllone In
ftw7. 370 uilllleoe In 188H. Jul million in
18tU. 403 aillloaa la leliO. aad 303 mllllona In
lflOl. despite the prohibitive nature of the
McKlnler act la there aay reasonable doubt
that they will reach or exceed 374 mllllone la
IbwtV Or. oo the other hand, coneidermg the
etlmsUs preseuleJ le there koy tieutt for

expenditure excee.llug 354 mllllona ' If not.
g, aisratu of 20 millions will L allowed for
aaiatake la aaleulatioua end unforeseen

for the next llacal year, whioa I
aaippoae all will auuiit 1 qalte aufficient.

nit 1 Tax roa s u aH.ua.
I have aot gone deeplr lato the details of

this ukase o( ihe subject, becauaot my lack
ot thet knowledge and experience in dealing
with the relatione of notional leceipts to na-

tional expenditures which Is essential to lb
proper perforexeace of that task Uutauitt-etea- t

eerrhoraUu ef the (IgureeeBaflordasl
br the eoafeeeloa of the OhalrmaaM tbe rt- -

aaac reaaatlttee that the excess eKatvenue
-- jit- thla ! will eoriaepoaW alaieet

eractlv to the amanat which he hope to rale
hr the Income tax.

Iteeema to me. therefore, a plain baelneee
prnpoaltlon that aay amount of money ralaed
by thla tax will serve no other pnrpoe than
that of forming a aurplue In the national
Treasury of no use to anybody and a constant
temptation to extravagance on the pnrt of leg- -

talatore who cater tn the prejuillcea of the n- -

called " debtor dees." If thla really be th
rate, the tax la not only unnoceaaary. but a
positive menace to safe, conaervatlve, and
economical administration of the (lovernment

It la unmet I nnecesaary taxation la un- -

Jtiat taxation. That la the creed of the I'emo--
eratlo party and of a vaat majority of the
American people. That the Ineometax le un- -

neceesary and consequently unjust Is proven.
pot alone bv the facts which I have pointed ont.
but by the confession of Its Irlenda. voleed if
the Senator from Indiana.

Hut the Injuatlee of thla provision la by no
meana dependent upon lack or neceaaltv. It la
Inherent. Discrimination between elaases or
Individuals In apportioning the burdens or
government Is manl'ettlr unmet And that
thla scheme does make such discrimination In
the moat wenton manner doea not admit ot
queatlon Aa between Individuals It exempts
the man who earns .Tie week and taxes the
man who earna $80 a week. Then, ir kr harder
woik he can hla Income to Slot) a
week, he muat par $24 lor the rnilege. and
ever thereafter part of all that he
receives in excess ol $4,000.

or THE $4,000 I.tMlT.
Why the limit was drawn at $4,000 waa. I

confeaa. a mystery to me until one of It ad-
vocates In the llouae of Hepreaentatlvea aaid
that It waa neeeasary to fix It at leae than
$r.(KM in order that members of ongresa
should not be exempt. If thla be the real rea-
aon 1 cannot forbear expreaalng the hope that
those actuated 1. j it err In their estimate of
their own standing with th people, tuatable.
Indeed, must be the rock or popular opinion
which aupporta a Senator or Bepretentatlve
who frankly admits that hla motlvea would
I e. ailed Into queatlon by hie constituents on
a pretext ao flimsy aa thla. Hut It muat be
noted that recognition of the principle doea
not Involve serious aacrlllce. Twenty dollars
a year la considered aulTlclent to aatlafy the
moat critical. I fell to see why ten or even
live would not have served thle patriotic pur-pon- e

quite aa well. Surely the amount to be
Is a matter of little moment, t eeauee If

4.1 Mm a year la enough to aupport a family In
uxury, all truly uneelflah statesmen should be

glad to ao adjust the tax aa to enable them to
contribute $1,000 Instead of a paltry '" hill.
I'osslbly. however. It wis thought that thla
object could he more easily accomplished by
reducing the salaries or Senators and Hepre-
aentatlvea to the $4,0OO luxury line. If eo. I
do not heaitate to promise my vote for a bill to
that effect.

One fact la certain Whatever of Ingli or
lairneaa or wisdom there mar be In (Its 'henry
ol an Income tax la wholly eliminated by thle
abaurd limit. It la neither the one thing nnr
the other From the standpoint of those who
honestly contend that this method may afford
equitable taxation It le obviously too high. It
every citiren la to bear the burden ot govern-
ment In proportion to his earnings, there la
aurely no reason whr be who receives $d,5O0 a
ear should eaoape while his neighbor earning
4,500 muat par,
Thla truth is recognized by foreign Govern-

ment which exempt only nominal Incoma.
In England all exceeding $750 are taxed. In
I'ruasi all exceeding $225. In l'enmarkall ex-
ceeding $21,'i, and In Austria all exceeding
$U3.M0. In our own eountry. whan $7:l.oO0.- -
000 were ralaed. only incomae of leas than
$000 were exempt. For what purpose the
minimum la now Increased to $4,000. unleaa
to protect Congressmen from Invidious re-
marks for a verr reasonable eum.la Incon-
ceivable. Four thouaand dollars la : per cent
Intereat on a oapltal of $80,000. (ir cent, on
$100,000, or 3 per cent, on $1:13.331. Either
01 theee euma la considered a large fortune In
li. Inn ot the towne and villages of the coun-
try. To the farmer It le opulence. Let the
debtor-clas- s repreaentatlvea auhmltthl prop-
osition to their constituents, and ask if It le
in accordance with their Ideaa that an Idle
man worth $133,000 ahall be exempt, while
another earning $5,000 a rear br herd work
muat pay.

On the other hand. If thla tax la really
designed, aa claimed, to bear onlr upnu
surplus wealth, the limit la too email.
To be consistent, onlr - those Congreee-nie- n

who eave a thouaand dollara a
from their salarlee should vote for It, andrear one. ehould be quite willing to subject

the measure to this test, and abide by the re-
sult. If thla tax Is aimed at
the sights should be readjusted. Aa they atand
now. not more than one In ten of those who
will be reached makes more than a comfortable
living. This atatement may be disputed. In
fact It haa been.

"We con lend." sayaone. "that $4,000 a rear
la auftlclent to enable anr family to live In
comfort, and upon an accumulation in exceaa
ol thla why should not the banda of the

be laid when the Government haa en-
abled him to accumulate that wealth 7"

Condltlona. It aeema. are nut to be consid-
ered The difference between tbe cost of liv-
ing In New lork and the coat of living at a
eountry eroaa roada playa no part In the fixing
of thla limit. Four thousand dollara la aa
much aa anybody ought to spend. Tbat ia
ttio verdict of the oracle or the Four Corners
and It Is final. True, one man mar he Obliged
br the condltlona surrounding him to par
twice a much (or rent ae another, and poasi- -

20 per eont. more for the aecessarlea offily or he may have to clothe and educate a
large family, while the other haa only hlmaeir
to care for It makoe no difference. There
must be a limit somewhere, and It Is fixed at
$4,000. pon any amount In excess of tbat
earn " the hands of the tax gatherer ehall be
laid." Why I llecause " the Government lias
enabled him to accumulate that wealth."

Does It never oocur to the Income taxer that
the Government afforded precisely the eatne
facilities to the other man who did not accu-
mulate that wealth? I auppoae nobody will
Insist tbat the Government actually made the
money, because. If It had, the other would
have been equally well aupplled. Tbe Indi-
vidual muat nave tied eometning to do with It.
He may have been more thrifty, more honest.
mor eober, more capable. Hut It mattera not
how he attained a position to command an in-
come of more than $4.ooo. 11a has the money.
and because he haa It. and for no other reaaon
under heaven he muat pay another's debt to
the Government ta that juatl and right".?
Doae by an Individual without aanctlon of law,
it would be called highway robbery. And no
aet of t oagreee caa change the character of
the deed, t an we reconcile Ita performance to
our sense of falrneae and duty simply because
we are more fortunate than the highway man
and have the power to aet without fear of being
ant to prison ?

ITS SECTIONALISM 1KD IMBQUITT.

Cham plons of the tax deny that It la sectional
in purpose, Tbat it Is In effect is Impossible
of denial. Tbe total amount raised by thla
method from 1803 to 1873. Inclusive, waa
$33J..i31,203. Of thla New England paid
$iil.527.o8t). or 18.4 per cent The Middle
States. New York, New Jeraev. Fennaylvanla.
Maryland, Delaware, and ths District of Colum-
bia paid Sl77.iaji5.oll. or 6 1.4 per cent, more
than one-hal- f ot the entire amount. Tbe
thirteen Southern States paid S18.7U1.073. or
6.0 per cent. Twenty Western States and Ter- -

riterlee paid S04.024.220. or 1H.2 per cent. And
the racillu elope, eooiprlaing California,
Oregon. Waahlngton. aad Alaeka, paid

or 3.4 per cent. New Jersey alone
more thaa Indiana. Iowa. Wisconsin,

lioaeaota, Kanaas, .Nebraska. Dakoia. Mon-
tana, Idaho, and Colorado combined. Laminat-
ing Kentucky only New Jeraay paid more than
air of the twelve southern states. New York
paid mora than all of the Western States and
Territories, all of the Southern mates, and all
of the 1'aclflc States combined.

Ia 1807 a single collection district In New
York paid more than the five great Western
btatea of Illinois. Indians Iowa. Wisconsin,
and Minnesota, and more than twice es muoh
es Alabama. Arkansas. Florida. Georgia. Louis-
iana. North Carolina. South Carolina. Missis-
sippi. Tennessee, Texas. Virginia, and West
Virginia combined.

The total number of persons assessed In
lHtl7 wae 260.385 Ot tbess more than 60 per
cent, were citlxena of five states Nsw York.
Nsw Jersey. Massachusetts. Connecticut, and
Pennsylvania.

I grant that the Impoverishment of the South
et that time and the rapid development ot
both the South and Weet since then make It
probable that the disproportion would not be

groat now under tbe same law. Hut thatfio taxed all incomae of more than $l.ooO.
I'osslbly thla la the reaaon wby the limit had
been raised to $4 000. Whatever the ceuee.
tbe effect Is certain. Coder the $4,000 provl-elo- n

the Middle States would sgala pay more
than oil per cent, of the total tax. New England
as much aa the wbule Weet. and the South leae
than tl per cent.

There 1 hut one wer bv which the law could
be made mure sectional In practice That le,
by taxing the citueaa of the Middle end New
England statee and exeinptlog all other.
The one courae is as just es tbe other, fer the
results would be subetantialy the same. The
unlr difference lies la technical construction
ef tbe uustitutluu.

Hut we ere told that the uneelflah patriots
who are driving this bill through Congress de-
plore the Injection uf sectionalism Into the
discussion

' le this uafalr?" cries Mr. Hell In the r'oru.n.
"Dose It justify raising ths sectional question I
Is it we uf the West ani south who rales It r"

Well, set us eee who has raised it If not " we
of the neat and south." whole
for the proposition .' Did any Eastern member
hate anything to do with He Introduction or it
adoption by tbe Ware aud Means Committee 1

On the contrary, did aot every Eaatern ! emo-cratl-

committeeman and leader proteat
agelatt the interjection of a aectional provlaion
Into tbe party policy at tbiatlme." Would the
echeme ever have been mentioned except by
Populists In tlis House uf Hepreeentetlve If
' we of tbe Weet and South " had not forced it

upon the Committee et Ways and Means ?

IHk Mb IIUML 11)11
What doe the vote indicate I For reasons

best known to tbem-elve- e tbsmejoriti refused
to submit the Income tax to a eeparate tuat.
and th vote was taken on tbe Internal revenue

amendment aa a whole. One hundred aad
eighty-tw- o Itepreeentatire voted aye. Mr
geographical division thla vote waa ae fol- -

Southern Plat -- Tevaa. 13: Weet Virginia.
4: North Carolina. R: Mlaslaalppl 7:

Alabama. 0: Kentucky. 1: Georgia.
11: I mialane. .1 Arkansas. 0; Vlrglola.lt;
Tennoeaee. M; Florida. 2; South Carolina, 5.
Total. Iom.

Western States Kansas. Rj Minnesota, 4:
Wlaconsln.tl; Illinois. 12: Nebraska. 3; In-

diana. 11; Wyoming. 1: Michigan. 5; Mon-
tana. I : Iowa, 1 ; South Dakota, 1 ; Idaho. 1 :

Colorado. 2; California. r: uhlo.ll. Total. 00.
Middle Stales lennsrlvanla. i. Total. 3.
Now Ensrland Massachusetts. 1: Connecti-

cut. 1. I ntal, 2.
Ther waa no vote In favor nf the Income tax

from New York, New Jersey. Maryland. Dela-
ware, Maine. New Hampshire. Vermont, or
Hhnrte island, one hundred and seventy-seve- n

from the outh and West; five from New
Enalend end the Middle states thai la the
record. I mention It merely to show that not
only did the South and West propose and in-

sist upon thla tax. but the South and tNest
pa-sa- d It unaided in the House of Hepreaenta-
tlvea. What absurdity, then, to aeenae the
East nf raising th aeetlonal question! The
Fast not only did not rala it, i.ui did not want
It. and protested against It The sectional e

la forced upon us The whole proceeding
Is nothing else than the exercise of tyranny
by a chance mejorlty over a minority.

we of the East have accumulated ami
are accumulating money by hard work, we
must etand and deliver. And euch a roller. I
say with the utmoat respect for mistaken
judgment, hut frankly and plainly to those
who err wilfully, la more than unjuat. It le
positively dishonest and wholly discreditable.

iMrnftRtRi.E or GBUMtnn,
It I unsuccessful I have examined with some

cere theargamenta on this point which have
been advanced by theadvocafes of the tax.and,
although I find many aaaertlone Iterated and
reiterated. I have teen unable thus far to

any actual facta to confirm their position.
Indeed, the moat atrlking feature of the debate
In the House of Ilepreaentatlvos was the sup- -

given to the proposition on the groundfiort Great llrltain had demonstrated He prac-
ticability by the very men who. In the recent
silver dlecussion. denounced aa hateful and

everr kind of English legisla-
tion Hut It would be a waste of time to dwell
upon the paradoxical absurdity of arguments
which flatly contradict each other, such ut-
terances may be necessary Ms.itltfy prejudices
which produce votes hut even when, ae in thle
case, t liny ran be turned against their makera.
ther are unworthy nf the attention uf the
Senato of the I'nlted States.

It le not eurprlslng. however, that believers
In the Income tax should turn their attention
to England. Throe, if anywhere, it should be
successful. The area of territory subject to
aupervlsion le email, sources of Income ate
well known, and the oftlciala charged with the
execution of the law have no political advan
tage to gain through leniency And ret the
sole fact advanoed to establish Ita auceess le
that the revenue from the present tax amounts
tottw.ooo.ooo. Those figures make a deep and
abiding Irapreaaion upon the minds of debtor-clas- s

repreaentatlvea. Ther ehow what can
be dono In another country, and ssem to whet
appetitea lor more In the I'nlted States. Hut
the amount nt revenue proves nothing. It It
did. the fact that our own euatoma produced
more than two hundred millions laat year
would stamp that ayatem ae Ideal. The ques-
tion la not how much wae collected, but how
much was not collected that ehould have been.

On thla point the figures prove Little except
that In 1MK3. when the total or Incomes muat
have been much smaller and the tax wae only
one-ha- ir pence per pound greater, the total
revenue actually obtained was only about

6110,000 lese than in IK1.1. Again. In
1HH0, when the tax waaunly one pence greater,
the revenue exceeded that ot last year by
X2.5OO.0O0. All of which simply goee to prove
that either the incomea of Englishmen have
diminished or tha tax la yearly becoming leae
collectible. 80 far aa the figures count at all,
they eount agalnat theaucceesful enforcement
or the tax.

But crantlng. aa I have already done, thatthey afford little baala for sound judgment, we
have a tar more Important factor In the

or those who have etudled lie opera-
tion. And most Important and most pertinent
nf all these waa the admission, last year, of the
Chancellor of the Fxcheqner. who surely bed
no political reaaon lor decrying a meaaure lor
which he waa In no email degree responsible,
that leae than one-thir- d of the Incomea paid
the tax. There la expert teatlmeny based upon
actual observation and execution of the law.
Now, If. In n eountry moat compact and beat
adapted of all In the world for theaucceesful
enforcement of thla law. In a rountrr whose

had become accustomed to the exec-Io- n

and whose organisation for Ita collection
had been perfecting ror hair a century, less
than one-thir- of the incomes paid the tax.
what proportion, mar I ask. would be likely to

In thla country, whose Constitution pro-Iblt- a

direct taxation, whose people have
never tolerated It except In time of war, and
whose official machinery Is slogged with poll-tics- ?

Agalnat auch evidence ae I have Inatanced
anil aa appeare la the astonishing estimates of
evasions la every report of the llrltlsh Com-
missioner of Inland Kevenne. the advocate
of thla measure advaac the faot that It haa
been retained br Mr. Gladstone throughout
hla long end honorable career. Hut. despite oc-
casional words In extenuation In some of hla
many-side- utterances. Mr- Gladstone never
approved ot the tax. Ills moat Intimate knowl-
edge nf Ita worklnga waa obtained when be
waa Chancellor of the Exchequer, and while
he held thla position he not only declered In a
apeeeh. " I believe It doea more than any other
tax to demoralize and corrupt the people." but
In his financial statement, regretting hla Ina-
bility to abolish it. he aald :

I ihlak that some happier Cbaacellor of tha Ba
aheqaer saay achieve this sreat aceompiiibmset, and
that aerne future poel may be able tv slug ef turn -

" He took the tax away
aad built himself aa averlaatlag name "

That neither his judgment nor hie ambition
changed with experience Is ahown by the tact
that, twenty yeara later, he sought the suf-
frages of the people on the distinct declaration
that he contemplated a repeal ot the tax. Tbat
he did not eventually lake tbe tax away"
was due. not to hie belief thet It wee juat or
wlae. bat to the condltlona of tbe Hrituh Gov-
ernment which made it abolishment practi-
cally Impossible.

Those conditions exist not In Oreat
Britain alone, but in a ret more aggravated
form In Oermaay. Austria, and Italy. And
that ia the reason, the onlr reason, why the
tax le tolerated in tbose eountrlea. Their
nsede for the maintenance of great armies and
navies are so great and their resource are ao
small that they cannot do without It France
had practical experience with direct taxation
under tbe house of liourbon and the result
wss revolution and anarchy It was a bitter
leaeon. but so well heeded that, despite tbe
vlelsaitudes ol the paat century and the

needs of large sums of money, ao
general Income tax has been Imposed. Hue- -
sis, too. haa become rich enough toabsndon It,

Great Hrltaln. Germany. Auxtrla. end Italy
these ere tho shining lighte ef the Income
taxera, oneot whom in the House of Hepre-
aentatlvea had the hardihood to assert that." ao far from being unpopular In Great Hrltaln.
It haa become more and more popular all tne
time." 1 should like to see the evidence upon
which this aaaertlon Is based. The sole merit
claimed for the echeme le that It houetita the
poor bv robbing the rleh. to be sure but stillaccomplishing the result. Doea iff To what
extent have the poor been benefited In Eng-
land, where, according to Joseph Chamberlain.
60 per cent of the workinguien who attain
th age of 00 are aim oat certain to routupon the puur law for subsistence." and, ac-
cording to Canon Klackler. " half our working

If they reach 00 years of age. ere
oomedtodleaa pauper" Or la Germany.

or In Austria, or in Italy I
It Is a well known fact that the condition ot

the workingmen ot France le far auperlor to
that of men of the bams class in any other Con-
tinental country That tola la due chletlr to
advantage of climate and soli and hablta of In-

dustry and frugality. 1 admit. Hut how do the
masses uf any of these countries compare In
any reepeet with our own people, who heve
ralaed their revenuee br euatoma and d

with the system or taxation which haa
benefited tbe poor" and proved ao " popular"

recently, let us say In Sicily ? The advocates
of direct taxation who dwell upon the miaery
or the Western farmers will do well to omit
references to peoplea who are bankrupt ae

struggling lor very existence a In-
dividuals. Hucn comparisons are aa odious as
the tax itself.

now it woexid a a waa tax.
It I far mor saalble and In better accord

with what we consider American ideas to ana-
lyse our own experience with thl method of
taiatlon. The necessities arising from th
war of th rebellion forced ua tu adopt it ea a
temporary expedient in 1802. The results
Weie wholly unaatisfactorv at llrst. but fre-
quent amendment finally produced e revenue
from all sources of seventy-thre- millions In
Iraki. '1 bat was the high-wat- mark. From
tbat time until 1H7'I, when the law waa re-
pealed, the amount ralael dwindled steadily
unci hardly Ave millions were collected

What eauaed thle aatoniahlng diminution of
receipts 1 Advocates of tbe tax aay that It waa
due wholly to change In the per cent of tax
and exemptions let us see. The revenues
or fiscal year were aa fullowa:
lsea. tu iu..v, 11 imi (.in 8a a
lieu. . -- oim.7.n "a itTu a?.17B,7s JM. Sl.lfi 0I7 44 le7L .... Ik. Ill UiO 7
leee. j.iuji d i;j. kmi147. MiiU.CtH ls7 ... (kOO.-.- UJ
lMJv 4l.4U.6oe U,

The claim of the Income lexers that the
variation in revenue arose from tbe changes
In tbe law Is continued by results only while
Imminent danger confronted the Union, '1 be
revenues uf twenty end thirty-tw- o mlliione

Italy ,0 If 4 su I lrkt. war raised one
total tax of s per cent, on all incomes exured-lu-

$ ii aud 1" pet cent oa incomes xce
The Increase of tweh e millions

under the same law was no mor than natural.
Official machinery for collection of the tax waa
being perfected, and the Patriotism ef the
North reepoade I to the obvious necessity of
th Government

Then the tax waa chaeged to 6 per rem on
all Incomes exceeding SOOOead lO per esit. on

II exceeding $6,000. This prodoeed $73. 00ft
000.

In the following year the fax waa reduced to
5 per eent. on Incomes, exceeding $l.(X)0, and
finally, In 1M72. to 24 per eent on incomea ex-
ceeding $2,000 Put the diminution In revenue
did nor correspond tn the decrees In rate.
Granting, for the sake of the argument, that It
waa wholly attributable to change when
changes were made, what caused the decrease
of nearly fifteen mllllona from 1f!7 to 1HHM. of
nearly seven millions from IflttH to 1HHO. of
nearly five millions from 1871 to 1N72. and of
more than nine mllllone from 1872 to 1873
under precisely the same laws?

The tide turned In Item, t'p to that time the
people recognl-'ei- the great necessities of the
Government In He struggle to preserve the
1'nlon. antl wero willing to auhmlt toexartlnna
for Ita aupport 'ihe payment ot the tax waa
recognized as a patriotic duty. Hut aa anon
aa It became certain that the 1'nlon w'.a saved,
and that extraordinary, f nit) iBltorlatl. and hate-
ful methods nf taxation were no longer neeea-
sary. thsy refuse I 10 pay. That Is tbe true
and only explanation of the deereaae In reve-
nue from 1MI7 to 1S08. from lmw to Intro, and
from 1S71 tn 187.'. What other. Indeed, la
poaalble when there waa no change In the law ?

UaVleftlllfl Attn mmrufntn.
Evaalon of taxea which had become un-

necessary, and, consequently, odloua to the
American mind, waa not only tnleiated but
openly countenanced by the people them-selve- s.

Davlit A Well, than whom there la
no higher living authority upon auch aubtecta
and who, aa Special Commissioner of Internal
lleventie at that time, had every facility for
acquiring accurate information, Pays plainly
that "those only who were offlclallv and Inti-
mately connected at thla time with the Inter-
nal lleventie Department nf the I'nlted State
Treasury can form any adequate Idea ot the
amouatof perjury and fraud that character-lie- d

and pervaded the country during the
years lno7-72- , aa the outcome of the then ex-
isting ayatem ot Internal revenue. And Amer-
ican ingenuity waa never more strikingly I-
llustrated not even by the exhibits of the
l'atcnt iiflle than It was at that time In

and eucceaafully carrying out methods
for evading taxes on Incomea."

It la gratifying, nn douht, tn assume that no
citizen will lose an opportunity to nay the laat
eent of taxation Impoaed upon nlm by the
atatutes. Hut we are living In America, not In
Arcadia: and, unfortunately, there la Bo war-
rant fnrthe hope thet the nature of man haa
chanced materially In the laat thirty yeara.

There la certainly nn more enlightened or
patriotic State In the 1'nlon than Maaenchu-aetta- .

Nor la there one. In the language of Mr.
Wells, whose administration of tax laws la
more "stringent and arbitrary." Every pos-
sible facility le alTorded those charged with
the collection nf Income taxea In Hoaton. And
yet. according to trustworthy authority, "only
about one-four-th of what la due the city from
Incomea" la collected. Moreover, na an Indi-
cation of the complacency with which the peo-
ple view evasions of such a law, Mr Wells cite
a memorial signed by representative bualneaa
men. who frankly declare that "although the
market value of shares nf foreign corporations
held br citizens of Hoaton alone la known to he
over $0X.00ii.00O the amount taxed ta d

at onlr $4r.000.000. and nearlr all of
thla la taxed to the unfortunate people whoae
estates are In trust."

Is It anr wonder that the signers of this me-
morial pronounced the law ' Ineffective" and' ridiculous"?

There la no need to pursue thla phase of the
subject further. Enough has been shown of
the practical working f this ayatem. both
abroad and at home, a generation ago and to-
day, to prove Ita utter Inefficiency. Only the
unlounded aeaertlona of Ita advocates makenecessary, for the sako of contradiction, the
presentation of tbe facte which have been
given

The simple fact that the tax Is unnecessary
ehould be sufficient evidence that It cannotprove successful sar what wo mar ol the de-
votion or American citlxena to the decrees ot
their Government, there Is not a Senator In
thla chamber who does not know that ther will
feel quite justified In evading br everr poaal-
ble method the payment of a tax which ther
know to he unneceasarr and conalder offen-elv-

It le eaar to talk of the power of the law
over a people. Hut everrbody who
haa had anything to do with enlorcement
knowa that the power of the law fadea Into

when confronted br the greater
power of public sentiment. Everr Northern
eltr csrs test iiuonr to thle fact In the disre-
gard nf exclso regulations forced upon It by
rural legislators. Every Southern State is liv-
ing evidence of the impotence of " mailed
hands" of oppression Unlr laat month llquor-eellln- g

South Carolina joined handa with pro-
hibition Maine In demonstrating that the
American jieople place their Individual right
abova the act of anr body of repreaentatlvea.

What. then, can lie expected in thle eaae
from the thousands of citizens who would re-
sent this law as an Infringement upon their
liberties, aa an inquisition Into their personal
affairs, and as an imposition upon thoir ac-
complishment ?

ODIOUS AND HATErrt, to rtitutM.
It le unpooular. That It haa no supporters

In thu East needs no demonstration. Theprese. regardleas of political affiliations. Is.
with a single exception. United In opposition,
and In this Instance at least everr Eaatern
member of Congress knows that the people are
In accord with the press Dut it Is urged tbat
tho East haa hecurce a verr email factor In Ihe
country and In the Government and that the
people In the South and West are equally
unanimous In it favor. I dlapute tbat as-
sumption A majority might ur might not de-
clare for an Income tax It an opportunity
ehould offer Itself for a direct vote upon thle
proposition alone. Hut no man can tell
what ther would do, and the onlr indica-
tion yet afforded of their wishes doea not
warrant the belief that ther would accept
It. In the latest national campaign there
waa no mention ol the Income tax in either
the Democratic or the Kenubllcan platform.
The I'opullat platform adopted at Omaha on
July 4. however, contained the distinct decla-
ration:

Wa demand a graduated Income tax.
It la true that other laeuee were Involved.

but there waa nothing to offset a strong popu-
lar desire for this meaaure. tin the contrary.
the i'opullat platform alone contained other
demand auch a th free coinage of silver
and an Increaae ot currency, which would at-
tract rather than repel the people of the south
and West. What waa the result' In a total
vote of 12.154.642. 1.122.o46 ballots were eaat
for the I'opullat candidates. In the Electoral
College t,en. Weaver received 22 ball ota out uf
a total of 444. Theae votee were divided aa
follows: Colorado, 4; Idaho, 3: Kinase, in;
Nevada. 3; North Dakota. 1; Oregon. 1. It
would be absurd to maintain that the reault In
Colorado, Idaho, and Nevada waa due to anr
except the sliver issue. Hut, disregarding
that fact. It must be remembered that there
were no IJemocratic candidates for electors In
either Colorado. Idaho, Kansaa, or North Da-
kota. The people united in a proteat agalnat
Henubllcsn rolarule openly In these states
aad tacitly In Nevada, which gave only 710
votee to tbe Demociatlo candidatee. More-
over, the only candidate
elected In Oregon was on both the Democratic
and Populist ticket. Not a single Mate, there-tor-

wa carried and not a single electoral
vote wa obtained on the Income-ta- x proposi-
tion

PUBEI.T A PiUTI.IKT mist'BB.
If there remalna anr doubt on thla point, the

truth la readily eetertained by referring totbe
State- - where there waa no fusion and conse-
quently no possibility of misinterpretation uf
the actual cauaea of the reaulta Take any of
th btatea whose Kepreaentetlvsa In Congress
supported tne tax. As neither the Democratic

the Republican platform favored the plan.fior be onlr fair to combine the votee for
Cleveland and Harrison against those tor
weaver Hut make the comparison on the
vote lor Mr. Cleveland alone. What is the re-
ault1 In Alabama the vote was 13K1.U4 for
Cleveland tn 86. 181 for Weaver: in Arkansas.
87.8.14 to 11.8:11; In Florida. 30,143 to 4,843;
In Georgia. 12H3H1 to 42.307: In Indiana.
202.740 to 22.208; In Iowa. 100,307 to .0.506;
In Kentucky. 175.401 to 23. 500; in Mississippi.
40,237 to Io.2."l: In Missouri. '.tlH.'tliH to 41.-21-

In North Carolina, l.'i'.u'.l to 44,730: in
Ohio, 404.115 to 14 K,n in south Carolina.
54.ii2 to 2.41)7; ia Tenneaeee. I:i8.n74 tn 23..
477; In Texas. 230.14s to tni.ttsn In three
Statee there was an opportunity to vote for
tariff reform with an income tax or for tariff
reform without an Income tax. aud the people
were to little attiacted by the proposition that
all combined throughout the entire I niongave Gen Weaver a smaller total vote thau
the total vote of New York state alone.

It may be. aa I have said that since that
time a majority la theae Statee have been led
tu believe tbat this method of making others
pay their taxes would beneilt themselves but
It le very evident that they did not eo believe
two years a,-- and they have had no opportu-
nity to reverse their judgment alnce thet time,
if tne advocates of this measure ere aa conf-
ident that the people demand It as thev pre-
tend to be, ther have nothing to fear from
euch an expression of opinion aa mar be ob-
tained at tne next t ongreaalnnal electtone.
Hut. In the face of the verdict of two rears ago.
ther have no right to make an aeeumptloa
which cannot fall to discredit their own people
in the minds of all men tormy part I firmly believe that the people of the
South and West are ready and wilting to bear
their fair proportion of the burdens of govern-
ment, end 1 cannot be convinced tu th contra-
ry until by the catting uf their owa ballot
they leave nu room lor doubt,

TUB Ulllu tn I Ull AOtlNBT IT.

It ta From the day on which
the Democratic party sprang Into existence to
the pieaent lime it has steadfastly opposed
this method ot taxation Thomas Jefferson
enunciated the principle upon which thl op-
position 1 bed when be said:

le lake freia ous because it is tliuugbt ibal bla ovaledvatry nr iliei uf bis fetba. s lias acquired tue aucb
la ordsr te spare ethers who m whose fsl isrs heve noi
csercieed eiiusl Indualri and skill, la le VteLele arui
Iran t tbe firs: trine ,.es of lbs
lo every uae ef free exerviee ot h.e lad jsirjr aad ihefruits acquired by n

The people approved this sentiment, thearty accepted it. and In the first 1 euiocrailc
5dii.inistiaiion uf the Government, while

hemes lefferaoa occupied Ibu i'reeldcnl'e
chair the tax we abolished During thmaar succeeding perloJe of Democratic rule a
return to the eveteoi wa never contemplated
Even durlsg the civil war. whoa. If ever, it waaaccessary, the party aa aa oraaalaatloa op
Buaed lie adoption, aad ae late aa lcx44. when.
pm tae Brat time la a geaareUoa. a lie lacerate

President wae elected, the platform nf the
party contained the distinct declaration that

Irom the foundation of the Government taxee
collected at th I diatom Houaea have been the
eblel eource of Federal revenuee. and such
ther must enntinne tn be."

Against thla declaration most he placed that
of the chief advocate of the tax In the House of
Representatives, who. when naked when the
Democratic tarty had pledged Itself to thle
tax, replied:

I ettt say that f have always said In every apeeeh
tbst se tncems tax wa, just mi rteht Ttve pisiform
la my illstrlct mi le it I maintain that whan
ths Omocratlc pisiform adopted si riitcsso declsrad
thai a protective lartff wss r bhery and tinrenstitn-tlonai- .

It laid lh fro- nl for a ins term of direct lag.
alien snrh as thla let oe - tp- - sway Ihe robber end
unmaatltnttonal tarlC. and that briars at te the in-
come tax as a l result of that platform.

Mr. President, aa a Democrat and a memhttr
of that Convention. I repudiate any such In-

terpretation nf tbe platform nf ISO '. The
Democratic party la not a free-trad- e party, and
the mere fact that an Insignificant number of
free-tratl- e theorists have engrafted themselves
upon It cannot make It an. "Taxes collected
at the t intent Houses have been the chief
eource of Federal revenue, and each they muat
continue tn he." Nor can the utterance of a
Congressional convention In Missouri nor the
assertion of Ha candidate that en Income tax
Is " juat and right" controvert a principle de-
clared hy Thnraaa .lefferann and affirmed brevery National Convention since the organiza-
tion of the party.

A hop To SOfrtALtaM AMD a vir.t nr.
I have already pointed nut the faet that there

waa no hint of an income tax lu the Demo-
cratic platform of 1802, and have ahown ita
unpopularity br analyzing the vote for theI'opullat candidates. I take this opportunity
to free myself from any pntaiblo charge of
mlarepreeentetlon. For the moment 1 had
forgotten thut the Income tax proposition waa
Inscribed upon the banners of yet another po-
litical nrgnnlzallon. I refer tn the Socialistparty, which alao "demanded" n "progrea-elv- e

Income tax. the smaller Incomes to beexempt" pi n that and other laauee of like
character Mr. Wing won the suffrages of hla
lellow citizens tn the extent of 21.101 vntee
out of a total ol 12.154.542. Theae may be
added to llo.se given to Gen. Weaver In the
anal sis which hue preceded.

Hut. air. if we accept the assertions or aome
f the ad m. ates of thla prnpoaltlon, theae 21.

101 eitizena are entitled to a conaldetatlon
which la not warranted by their numerical
strength. " I tell you.' says one, "when you
nppoae a meaaure of thla kind, when you come
to the great masses of the people and say that
the wealthy of thla Government ehall bear
none of Its burdens, then ynu make a founda-
tion for the argument nf anarchy, socialism.
anil demnsoguery. that eventually will sweep
back and curae thla country, aa it did in France
la the dara of the French revolution."

Has It come to thla. Mr. 1'realdent, that the
moat prosj ermis. moat tnlerant, but withal the
moat powerful nation on earth moat throw a
aop tu anarchv. aoelallem, and demagogy i
When the i anper ridden nations of Europe
have juat shown their capacity tn meet and
master thla cowardly curse of modern civiliza-
tion, ahall free America grant the necessity of
conceaalon ?

OKI.T THB nXOIXKIKO Or TBB SOCliXtrT

And where, may I aek. It begun, ahall auch
conceaalon end? An Inoome tax of two per
cent can only aerve to whet the appetite of In
aatlate socialism. What next? Tne free sil-
ver colnago and plana of theI'opullsts. or the abolition of l'reeidencr.

and Senate demanded by the
Socialist f A two per cent tax will appear, ae
the Senator from Indiana haa aald, every
amall and trifling matter compared to others
more a Tloua " What are those othera more
aerloua ? And how aoon must they be expect-
ed .' If we are really confronted by the spectre
of communism, we mayaa well understand the
situation that we may be prepared to meet It,
Do those who Indulge In these vague premoni-
tions ot social dlsaater really appreciate and
believe the full meaning of their words? Or
are ther willing te take the rlak of encourag-
ing Incendiarism only In order to carry theirpoint? Which position do they wish to as-
sume that of prnmotera of disorder and claaa
hatred, or of demagogues eager to curry favor
with the physically indolent and mentally de-
praved ?

Thla la not Democracy. It la cowardlee and
folly. If disapproval of aneh a tendency In-

volves the reproachful designation of Con-
aervatlve," then I am a conservative. Th
true Democratic party stands y between
and above the claaa rapacity and greed engen-
dered by Hepubllcan legislation end the un-
bridled license and unreasoning prejudice of
the unsuccessful It Is charged with responsi-
bility of preventing, by the exercise of wisdom,
prudence, and courage, the claah of these op-
posing elements. And It haa the power to per-
form Ha full duty, because behind It greater
and stronger than all other forcee combined, le
the sturdy common sense of tbe American
people.

It would be as distinctly a betrayal of truat
to yield to the one element es to yield to the
other. The Democratic party haa no better
right to tax the fow for tbe benefit of the many
than to tax the many tor the benefit of the few.
And yet that and nothing else le the avowed
purpose of this proposition.

DEKOCBACT AT TBB PABTTMO OP TUB WATB.

Shall it atand 7 Shall Demooreor aaeume
now for the first time, without a aemblance of
authority from the people, the burdea of
claea legislation nnd the responsibility for in-
citement to claaa hatred ?

"All hall the counsels of Thomae Jefferson."
aid the Senator from Indiana. And ao say I.
Te take from one becauae It Is thought that his ewa

industry or thai of his fathers baa acuulrsd too maeti.
In order lo spare othera who or whoae fathers have not
exercised equal Industry and skill. Is to violate ar-
bitrarily the erst principles of association.

That la the counsel ot Thomae Jefferson.
And that la Democracy. A tax upon 85,000
out of 70.oo0.ooo is a flat contradiction of thla
principle And. 1 repeat with emphasis, it 1

TUB AMXJUCAN CTTIZIW ItXVnl.TS FrOkt IT.
It Is Fifty year ago Lord

John Ituaaell. commenting upon the proposal
to relmroae the Income tax in Oreat Britain,
aid:
To resert lo Ihe despersla measure of an Income tax

is nolhlax lets than lo proclaim lo the world Ibsl your
rssourcss are eabauated. and tbat indirect taxation baa
raecbed Ua llmila t'rauee. la all Lor etrugvlee, hassever retorted lo an tnsotuo las. beeause her people
are more Imbued with the spirit ef liberty than aay
other uation In Kurope. An Meets tea Is aa

lacorporstluD into our i.overnmeDi of ibe Cecal
methods of political systems w.iii wbiea oars haa
noibiiia in common, and ageiDet which ours la or
eusiitiois.su tmblaseeed protest before the world.
It has bad Ua origin la the neeeesltlea of military or
eramenl. sad 11 has been loisratod becaase the seces
sines of war have bees beld more sacred then the
rlsbl of liberty, lit precedents are thoas of lyrea-aiss- :

It methods are a counterpart of Hie violences of
the Inquisition. Herein lies lbs instinctive revolt of
ibe American eltlaen against lids form of lax.

The English statesman of 1842. recalling the
effect of the stamp act of 1705 and the aboli-
tion nf Ineoma taxation, under the leadership
ot Thoreaa Jefferson, had a clearer under-
standing of the temper of the American peo-
ple thaa some of our own etateemen seem to
possess He spoke truly and accurately
when holder-tare- that li had been tolerated onir
where "the necessities of war" were held" more encred than the rights of liberty," thet
"He method ar a counterpart of th vio-
lences .f tbe Inquisition." and that- -I wish to
emphasize these words -- "herein Ilea the In-
stinctive revolt of the American citizen to tbla
form of tax."

How did It happen that at tbia early day It was
a recognized fact in other countries tbat the
American oltlzen does " Instinctively revolt"
against adlreot tax upon hiaearnlngs? Here
waa a dlatlnot national characteristic ao well
understood that it waa held up an example
to other Governmente leae fortunate. Could it
have been due tmin -- ther condition than that
of 'Instinctive revolt" agalnat ear restraintupon Individual liberty and freedom or action,
auch aa gave birth to the Declaration ol inde-
pendence and has been emphasized cer-
tainly In every Democratic platform Irom thedays of Jefferson to the present time?

A PlaECT TAX AMD I' M'uKal 1 C i Hiatal.
Th assumption of Lord Huasell wa fully

justified by the laet that wa had eliminated
thla method from uur system of taxation at
the very beginning uf Independent govern-
ment. Hut there was another warrant for the
eaaertton. iuite ae Important antl quite aa ex-
plicit, in tbe Lunatltutlun uf the In I ted States,
which declares that no capitation or direct
tax shall be laid unleaa in proportion to the
centua or enumeration

it is difficult tor a layman to understand
what form of taxatloa can be more "direct"
then a tax upon that which a man earns or

from hla eariunga It la yet mure dlffl
cult to aee how a tax upon s5.ooO pcraone out
of 70,000.000 can be " laid in proportion to thecenaua or enumeration" It Is not my pin-- I
pose, and nobody knowa better than myself
that it la not within the range of my abilities,
to discuss the constitutionally of thla ur anrother measure, lint ths fact cannot be over-
looked that there has been a wide divergence
of opinion on thle point, p,ot onlr among
leaders at the bar. but. so far aa the principle
Involved in Income taxatloa la ooneerned. latho Supreme Court itself It It true that on one
occasion that great tribunal declared that an
Income tax waa hot at variance with this pro-
vision of the Constitution, but oa another It
said plainly

To ley slth one bead the power of Ibe Ouveraiaonton tbe properly of Ihe sltixeo aad with ttie uiber loLeelow It upoa fevered ladlvldi.ais la n us lbs lassrobbery because ll le done under Ibe tonus of is- - aud
la welled laxel.on.

Oa do not need to be lawyer to uader-tB- d

that It doe nut matter whether th

nnmber of favored Individuals be email oy
great whether they be th few who profit hy
tae existing tariff or the many who think they
may be benefited by a tax upon Incomea It
lathe dlecrlmlnatlnn which la none the less
rnbbery because it la done under the fnrma of
law and le called taxation." And It la the dis-
crimination which la the most offensive and

feature nf the echeme
Hut there la annther edemn declaration of

th Supreme Oiurt which beara even mnre
directly upon a very pronounced character-
istic nf thia proposition, ft is thle:

Any compulsory discovery, by extortlnt the psrty's
eath or rotnnollliis the prodnelten or his prlv ate honks
ami papers to ronvlct him at a e mis or te torf.lt his
proprrty, ts contrsry to the principles of a ir gnv-r- e

meet, ll la abhorrent lo ihe instincts of an hnettsh-rne-

It is sbhurr-n- t tn it's tnsllsi ts of sn Americsn.
It may anil tbe nrposes of despotic power, but It ren-nn- t

shlde the pure atmosphere of political liberty aud
personal freedom.

If the learned Justice who wrote thla nplnlon
had been passing tutgment upon the Income
tax i reposition now before ua he could aot
hare spoken more explicitly, fornnenncelvabl
law could more lullr meet the reqtiltemente of
hla reprobation It doea openly and avowedly.
and In unmistakable language, "extort the
party'a oath." and "compel the production nf
Ms private hooka and papers " And fnr what
purpose, may I ask. Ir not to prove his evasion
of tne law. or. In tho more forceful diction of
the Supreme Court, 'to convict him of a
crime ?rt

Such methoda. nur highest judicial tribunal
declares, ere " abhorrent tn the instincts of an
American." exactly aa l.onl Rtieaelj etated in
1842. They " may suit the purposes of des-
potic power." but they "cannot abide the cure
atmosphere of political liberty and pereonal
freedom."

II I were a lawyer, accustomed to legal ware,
I shnuld not hesitate to rrat my case upon tbla
finding of the Supreme Court. No stronger
condemnation of the contemplated inquisition
eould be pat Into wnrde. No sharper denun-
ciation of ita could be de-
sired.

And ao I repeat that, despite the declaration
nf the Supreme t unit that It ta nnt contrary to
the letter of our fundamental law. It la a con-
tradiction of the theory and tradltionant our
national belief, directly opposed tothearirlt
ol the Constitution Itself, and nn

a any direct tax that could be laid In defiance
of the Injunction that all ahall be " In propor-
tion to th ceneue or enumeration."

IT IB DfMURBefj
If Is unwise. Individual freedom from des-

potic and discriminative lawa la the eecret ot
American success. It la our chief attraction
and chief advantage as a nation To
eliminate In the slightest degree thla dominant
feature irom our ayatem of government la the
height of folly. Hut thet ia precisely whnt thl
provision does.

I sav It is despotic. Why? Becauae It pute
It within the power of one man to publicly
brand another man aa acrimli.nl before the
law without trial by jury, eentence by judge.
or any sort of hearing beyond that whloh he
hlmael; may conalder tit and proper. I am not
one of thoe who think that politics can he
divorced from government. Hut I do believe
that there ia no Immediate neceasfty of In-
creasing the proportion of politics to buainens
In governmental affairs, and that la what you
do when you give to active polltlelana thepower which la beetowed upon minor officiate
by tbla bllL Here 1 sam pie paragraph :

Ths deputy ce'lector. or efhesr. or aaront designated
by tbe Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall require
every Hat or return to be verified by ibe oalb or affirm-
ation nt the party rendering it. aud may increaae ibe
anieual ot au list or return If be has rsaaon to beltsva
that the same le nnderslated, aad In case anv such
person having a taxable tncuma shall neglect
or refute to make and render aacb list and
return or shall rsader a false or fraudulent
list or return. It shall be the dnty of ths
deputy enlieolor, or officer, or agent designated by tbe
I'ouimlesioner of internal Heveaue lo masa ancb list
according to tho best Information he sen obtain, by
the examination of aucb person, or hie booke. or ac-
counts, or any other evidence, and to add ho percent,
as a penalty to tbe amount nf the lax due nn auch hat
In a.i esses of wilful neglect or refaaal tn make and
render a list or return and In all eases of a fslso er
fraudulent list or rettira having been rendered lo add
loti per cent, as a penaitr to the amount ef lax asret-Islne-

to be due, the tax and Ibe additions thereto as a
penalty to bo aassssed and collected tn the manner
frovlded for in other casea of wilful neglect or refusal

a list or return, er of rendering a false or
fraodulsnt return.

Neither the Preefdent of the United Btatea.
nor the Supreme Court, nnr the Senate, nor
the House of Hepreeentatlvea. nor all com-
bined have authority equal to thla Under-
stand: The deputy collector or agent, a local
politician Inevitably, "may Increaae the
amount of any Hat or return If he has reaaon
to believe that the same ts understated."
What " reason " Is required to enable a Hepre-eentatl-

of the nited States to thoe pro-
nounce a citizen guilty of perjury? Only that
which Is sufficient unto himself. Nothing
more. It may be the libel ot a rival. It may
be a peraonnl grudge. It may be refusal to
contribute to a campaign fund. The officer Is
the judge. And If he le not satisfied with a
more Increase, or If tbe campaign contribution
Is not large enough, he may at hla conven-
ience euapoet fraud, and thereupon It "ehall
be hla duty" to make a list to ault himself ac-
cording to Information obtained "hy exam-
ination of auch person, or hla booke. or

or any other evidence, and to add 50
per cent." Ac.

The deputy collector caa do all thla arbitrari-
ly. There la no power under the law to pre-
vent him from, or punlah him for. doing awrong either through Ignorance or malice.
The Injured peraon may appeal to the agent's
superior who appointed him and le rstpousi-Ll- e

for hie action, but that le all.
TUB BPT BTBTIV

To say that euch a law, giving another ac-
cess to a mau'a accounts, books, and bualneee
secrete. le ao more inquisitorial or objection-
able than that which authorizes a euatoma In-
spector tn search a trunk, ia too abaurd tor
serious consideration. And toaay further that
euch Information la perfectly guarded becauao
the deputy collector is bound to eecreoy. ie not
only confeaeloo ol the oitlzen'a right to privacy
but an utterly Inadequate eatlmate of the aver-
age deputy oollector'e capacity for practical
politics.

l'rof. Amasa Walker has the correct Idea.
He doea not attempt to denr the Inquisition.
He admit and uphold It. The business men.
he argues, would derive a benefit from the
neoeaaltr of keeping hla aoeounta posted, and
lie eould not mislead the argua-ere- d collector
becauae I quote l'rof. Walker own word --

' his neighbors and competitors have an ereupon nlm It ther believe he I making falee
statements, and he cannot long escape date
tion." kioan while. It le. of courae hie duty aa
a citizen devoted to tbe best Interests of hieeountry to keep an eye upon tbe "neighbors
and competitors la business" who are watch-
ing him. The wit of man could not devise a
echeme better adapted to the practice, ofbribery on the one hand and of blackmail on
the other. "Mind your own business" Is a
Sood American adage, and I cannot believe

it I wise to gtv tbe eanctlon of law to"apy upon your neighbor" as a substitute.
But the creation even of a ayatem of per-

eonal espionage from one end of the country
to the other Is by no meana the moat harmful
of thla bill's Irrealstlble effects upon progress
and development. A tax upon Incomes is a
tax upon Industry, upnneconomy, upon brains,
upon achievement. It not only provide, for
additional taxation without additional repre-
sentation, but puts a premium upon dishon-esty and evasion of the law I care nothing
for the moek berolce of those who Insist thatno punishment la too severe for a citizen who
would try to avoid payment of taxee. You
cannot reform human nature by etatuta. Nor
enn rou create and nourish patrlotie sentl-men-

brtmpoaltlon- Aa attempt to do eo hrthis or any other method of like nature can
nnlr engender class hatred and aectional dis-
trust and when you do that you restrict In-
evitably tbe development of the South and
West, whloh la now being aeeompllahsd by the
use of money from the Kast.

IT POLITICAL COHSBQlTBeTOia.

The publie unwisdom of euch a measure
seems to be obvloue. Ot Ita political folly I
ehall say nothing at this time beyoad thle:
that In my judgment it 11 rat affect will be to
dejirlve the Deuioeretlo party ot a Oovernor la
New lork, a benator from New Jerser. na 50

cent, of its present eaatern retire aenlailon
n Ihe llouae of llepreeentatlvec It It la the do-

olie or the advocates of this bill to drive everr
Fastem state Into the Hepubllcan party, to

tho 1 oi u'.lata of the South end Weet
to follow up their entering wedge." and to
practically eliminate the party of Jeffereon
from participation la public affaire, ther can
find no aurer way toaooomplish their purpoee
tliaa that which ther have choeen.

TUB CaBB ttUMalBD UP.

I have thus endeavored. Ur. 1'realdent ta es-
tablish the justice and accuracy of the conclu-
sions which 1 stated at the beginning.

I have shown from the estimates of the Sec-retary uf tbe Treeaurr end ot Ur. Atklnaon
and br the open con'eaeton of the Chairman uf
the Committee on trinance that a tax upon In-
comes la unnecessary

I have shown from the bill itself and fromth facts of blttory tbat it is aectional aud un-
just.

I have ahown by our own experience aad by
the teatlmonr of hngllsh financiers that it la
unsuccessful.

I have shown br comparison of th latestvot for tariff reform with aa Income tax withth vol for tariff raforiu wlthuut an Incometax that it is unpopular
1 have shown from th declaration of ThomasJeffeiauu and of every Democratic platform

eince the organization of tne patty tbat It is
I have ahown that it le eontrarr to the spirit.

If not the letter, of the Constitution, and. there-
fore.

1 have ahown that it lean unwarrantedInto the private affairs ol individuals.a bar to prog reae aud development, and. there-fore, uualse.
AM AI'rgAl, TO TBB BOl'lH.

I hav oalr to ear. in conclusion that y

regrets more earnestly thau myself thenecessity of touching upon ths sectioual char-acter of thle legi.lation It has ever been m
boast that the Uei.ul lican party is tne sectional

and that the uiganl.atlou to which 1 pro
caa allegiance ia free from biaa of say kmtut the ti utii cannot he igaored. and li bring

the full enormity of what they ar doing hometo ut Irtenu. from 'be South 1 aek them to
oonslder a parallel proposition

Suppose th colored voters uf Mississippi or
Alaieuia or ear other Slate were la a major-ity lo that 6lei Muppoe they should elect a
(eVteXeVvef Beetl majority oi Petit HoteaVM ts

i
the Legislature. Buppose they ehould then
ay:
The whiles are rich. We are poor. Thsy are mora

fortunate than wo. i hey were born into freedom, ws
Intosiavery theyare blessed with the aplrlt of so
erry. ttirlfl. and rruireltty. Ve are tndnleni sad prodi-
gal by nsiure Hy virtus of ihelr soperlor girts tbsy
lisvs secured possesalen nf propvriy and have acco
niulatad esalth ll is true thai we were Idle while
tliey were at work, but tbe fact remains mat they caa
aOord to beer tbe burden of iltrvernrnent and we can-
not. Thererore we wi.l tax the whiles Wa canool tax
them becaase they ere white, sows will lex their In
comes. And we will nx tbs limit of exemption staaeh
a figure that ten of tbem will be compelled lo nay te
en- -. r ii. Jtis Juat and right that wealth, which

a BfOeterBOBOBI from llovernnieat thaa povar
tv, should bear the bunion. But rlsbl or wrong; It
shall vtesre in the majority. Wa have tbe power.
The tndnatrlous and prosperous must pay the taxes of
tbe indolent end unsuccssafuL

How, let me ask my friends from the Houth.
would you regard auch a lew as that? Would
you consider that might makes right In thai
caa aa In thla ' Would rou upholdae juat theverr method which you now pronounce Ideal?
Wonld yon aupport the law? Would you de-
nounce your neiglihor lor evading it? Would
you scrupulously avoid evasion yourself?
Would you cheerfully throwopen youraccount
booka and disclose the condition of your pri-
vate affaire? Would you. I eay, receive the
collector of euch a tax with obedlenoe In your
heart?

Do you ttnderatand now why we of the Eaat
oppose thla law ? And ia It a proper return tor
the help which we have given to you In ridding
yourselves of oppreaalon to turn around et th
llrst opportunity and Inflict upon us law
odloue that we cannot hope to moke It eeetn
endurable to our poople ? la extinction of the
party In the North the penelty we Democrat
must pay for extending aid and armpathr to
you of the Houth i If thle "entering wedge"
ehall be driven In until the next national cam-
paign resolvea Into a conteet between tbe

and the Popalleta, who will b
for the aeotlonal lines upon whleb it

will be decided ? And where do rou think we
Democrataof the North will etand In euch a
etruggle ? Whloh war will our Interests lie ?

THB gUraXMB OUT! OP DBtfOCBACY.
I have tried. Ur. 1'realdent. to discuss thl

Queatlon without passion or prejudice. But,
lr, I sar plainly here aad new that, when the

ati uggle does come, aa It see id a bound to oome
If this beginning be made. I for one ehall be
found fighting for my own. Party ties grow
weak when they make dlaregard or one'aowa
eonvtctlone and disloyalty to ousts own peo--

the teet of leslty. Aad I do not heaitatefieadd that even the misrule of the Hepubllcan
party Is to be preferred to the. communism of
the I'opullata and boclallete. If that be tree-eo-n,

then the censors of Minne-
sota do right to lay the charge at my door.
Hut, air, whatever may be their judgment,
Ood forbid that I should ever betray thoee
whom 1 repreaent in thia chain her or fall to de
that which. In my own judgment, beat con-
serves the Interest of th Democratic party
and of th American people.

We want to make tbla a country where no maa shaU
be taxsd for the prtvala beaefll of another maa. but
where aU the blessings of free govsrament. ail ihe
lnfluanoea of cnurcn aad school, ail ear roaouroea with
the in I so scleaee aad invention applied to their
development, shall he the common untaxed berttsgeof
ail the people, adding lo the comforts of all adding le
lbs cullurs uf an. adding to lbs hapolnsea of ell

Those are the eloquent words of the Chair-
man of the Wave and Means Committee. The
sentiment le noble. The purpose is worthy ot
the best minds and truest hearts Hut 11 can
never be accomplished bv the passage of a bill
which does avowedly "tax one man for the
private benefit of another man." That Is whr
I opuoae thle infamoue proposition and
ahall eontlnue to oppose It until such time e
It ahall either be forced upon ua br shser
weight ot numbers, or we shall lie freed by re-
turning reaaon Irom the gravest danger which
has confronted the Detnocretlo party elnee tba
data ot James Huchanan.

That, air. la all I have to say upon thla sub-
ject at.this time. Hut, In justice to my party,
my State, and mreelf. 1 cannot leave anr room
for misapprehension The Democratic party
la under a distinct obligation to confer the
boon of tariff reform upon tbe American peo--

We cannot hope to overcome the present
leeeaetona and fulfil ihls obligation unleaa we

beat downall attempts tu createdlacord within
the ranka and strive earnestly for Party har-
mony. Willi unity of action we shall succeed.
Without It we must fail. And we cannot per-
form our duty as Demo rats by maliirnlngeaoh
other or by making wanton attacke upun a
Democratic Administration.

(Jurdntr It plain. Th country demands,
and ia enn e 1. to prompt and decisive action.
The time la npw fur quick and pertueneut re-

covery irom luelneas depression Industry
and proaperlty wait upon the ante of thla
body Now. If ever, we ehould meet the eltua-I- I.

.a with candor end courage, and ask our-

selves elieil.or this bill as It steals
can b iaeae.1 by Democrat lo votes. It Uj
time for plain apuakmg and 1 do not heeiiat
to express my owu eouvlctiun that tbia le Ira-""- e

I

cannot enact e Democratic measure until
Democratic principles, illmlawtewe return i"

the a .cia'.atlo income tax. reform the sched-
ules to conform with the doctrine of a tariff tor
revenue, grant to our induatrlea aulTlclent pro-

tection tog .arantee their maintenance on th
basis of American wages, and l.efor this
month abail hv ended tariff relorm will
case lo te tbe will o' the wlan It Is t day
snd will 1 enacted, by the united votes of
duty four Democratic senators. Into thr law of

I'.efute to do that thaa Ood save the Demo-

cratic party!

When you start out for a night's enjoyment
rou never knew what it's going to o at you
fcr 50 cents. Inveeted In George Grueemith's

Liars, or a Nobody." you can have mere fun
taaa ejtaugh . .Drop la at the aas real beug.- - Mai Mai 1 ike Heel '. relieve,

esses, ve West ita si., tau eta . -- aeta

"
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m:sri'i. 11L. April 17 Urs. letoa Plals-aey-

ordered her etepsoa to d- - some work
yesterdav and he advanced toward her with a
knife. Mhe got a revolver aud fired. ki...:g
hioi laatantly


